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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . The following is a Final Office Action in response to the communication received 
March 27, 2008. 

Claims 1,11,15, 25-26, 29 and 32 have been amended. 

Claims 2-3, 13, 16-17, 27 and 30 have been canceled. 

Claims 1,4-12, 14-15, 18-26, 28-29 and 31-32 are now pending in this 
application. 



Response to Amendment 

2. Applicant's amendments to claims 1,11,15, 25-26, 29 and 32 are 
acknowledged. Applicant's cancelation of claims 2-3, 13, 16-17, 27 and 30 is 
acknowledged. 



Response to Arguments 

3. Applicant's arguments are moot in view of the new grounds of rejections provided 
below, which have been necessitated by amendment. 



37 CFR 1.131 Declaration 

4. The 37 CFR 1.131 Declaration filed on March 27, 2008 under 37 CFR 1 .1 31 is 
sufficient to overcome the Kasravi (U.S. Pub. No. 2004/0249829 A1 ) reference. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 
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7. Claims 1 , 4-1 2, 1 4-1 5, 1 8-26, 28-29 and 31 -32 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cheng (U.S. Pat. No. 6,067,548) and 
Hendrey et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,539,232). 

As per claim 1 , Cheng discloses a software method for analyzing relationships 
between individuals comprising the steps of: 

recording at least one relationship based upon organization structure (col. 4, 
lines 52; col. 5, lines 46-65; Figures 3-5); 

recording at least one relationship based upon project-specific collaborations 
(col. 6, lines 46-51 ; Figure 4); 

recording at least one relationship based upon social interactions (col. 19, lines 
10-30); 

querying said recorded relationships (col. 4, lines 44-48; col. 15, lines 59-67); 

whereby said at least one relationship is a bidirectional relationship (col. 9, lines 
25-30; Figure 7); and 

generating a query result from said querying step, wherein said querying step 
queries organizational relationship data and project-specific relationship data (Figures 
9-10). 

Cheng does not expressly disclose with respect to least one of said relationships, 
associating a first affinity value to said at least one relationship to indicate the relative 
strength of the relationship in one direction and associating a second affinity value to 
said at least one relationship to indicate the relative strength of the relationship in 
another direction. Hendrey et al. discloses using acquaintance graphs to examine 
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strengths of potential affinities (col. 20, line 48-col. 21 , line 14). Cheng and Hendrey et 
al. are analogous because both are concerned with managing relationships between 
people. At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify Cheng to associate affinity values to relationships to indicate a 
strength of the relationship because doing so enables the system of Cheng to quantify 
the closeness of two people or of a person to a group, thereby being able to tailor 
certain messages/products/marketing promotions accordingly (see Cheng, col. 19, lines 
16-30). 

As per claim 4, Cheng discloses said querying step further comprising the steps 
of: identifying at least two individuals; and determining at least one relationship linkage 
between said identified individuals (Figure 7). 

As per claim 5, Cheng discloses determining at least two relationship linkages 
between said identified individuals (Figure 7). Cheng does not expressly disclose 
determining a linkage strength for said each relationship linkage and selecting a 
preferred one of said relationship linkages based upon said linkage strengths. Hendrey 
et al. discloses using acquaintance graphs to examine strengths of potential affinities 
(col. 20, line 48-col. 21, line 14) and selecting a preferred relationship based on the 
strengths (col. 22, lines 38-48, where a connection between two related people may be 
made based on the strengths of their affinities). Cheng and Hendrey et al. are 
analogous because both are concerned with managing relationships between people. 
At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify Cheng to determine linkage strengths and selecting a preferred linkage 
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based on the strength because doing so enables the system of Cheng to quantify the 
closeness of two people or of a person to a group, thereby being able to tailor certain 
messages/products/marketing promotions accordingly (see Cheng, col. 19, lines 16-30). 

As per claim 6, Cheng does not expressly discloses wherein each linkage 
strength is based at least in part upon affinity values for relationships included within 
relationship linkages. Hendrey et al. discloses wherein each linkage strength is based 
at least in part upon affinity values for relationships included within relationship linkages 
(col. 20, line 48-col. 21 , line 14; col. 22, lines 38-48). Cheng and Hendrey et al. are 
analogous because both are concerned with managing relationships between people. 
At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify Cheng so that linkage strength is based on affinity values for 
relationships because doing so enables the system of Cheng to quantify the closeness 
of two people or of a person to a group, thereby enabling the system to tailor certain 
messages/products/marketing promotions accordingly (see Cheng, col. 19, lines 16-30). 

As per claim 7, Cheng discloses said generating step further comprising the step 
of: generating at least one chart illustrating said query result (Figures 9-10). 

As per claim 8, Cheng discloses wherein said chart is a unified relationship chart, 
wherein said unified relationship chart illustrates relationships among individuals, 
wherein said illustrated relationships include data from at least two different relationship 
categories (Figures 3-7). 

As per claim 9, Cheng discloses said step of generating said chart further 
comprising the steps of: 
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illustrating individuals as nodes and relationships as line segments connecting 
said nodes and illustrating different relationship categories using visually distinct line 
segments (Figures 3-7). 

As per claim 10, Cheng does not expressly disclose further comprising the steps 
of: detecting at least one communication between two individuals and automatically 
updating at least one recorded relationship for said individuals responsive to said 
communication. However, Examiner takes Official Notice that it is old and well known in 
the relationship art that communication is correlated to the strength of the relationship, 
where the more communication, the stronger the relationship. Therefore, at the time of 
the invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to 
modify Cheng to detect and update recorded relationships between individuals based 
on communication between individuals as tracking communication between individuals 
provides another criteria with which to assess the strength of the relationship between 
the individuals, thereby enhancing the accuracy of the analysis of the relationship. 

Claims 11-12,1 4-1 5, 1 8-26, 28-29 and 31 -32 recite subject matter similar to that 
already rejected above. Therefore, claims 11-12, 14-15, 18-26, 28-29 and 31-32 are 
rejected on the same basis as claims 1,4-10 above. 
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Conclusion 

8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Buckwalter et al. (U.S. 6,735,568) discusses identifying people who are likely to 
have a successful relationship; 

• Jung (U.S. 6,539,374) discusses managing relationships among objects; 

• Brown et al. (U.S. 5,875,446) discusses hierarchically grouping objects; 

• Broster et al. (U.S. 6,424,968) discusses information management; and 

• Takahashi et al. (U.S. 6,338,065) discusses information sharing. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to C. Michelle Tarae whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6727. The examiner can normally be reached Monday - Friday from 8:30am to 
5:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Beth Van Doren, can be reached at 571-272-6737. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
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you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



/C. Michelle Tarae/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3623 



June 20, 2008 



